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ASSAULT, Action lies where two voluntarily one 
together. Shay v. Thompson (Wis. 8. C.), N. 
Spectator not liable for Strocbel (Wis. 
C.), Ab end 


ASSET. d 
creditor entitled * benefit of diligence 
Freedman’s etc. v. Eare (U. 8. 8. C.), Full . 

ASSIGNMENT. Besteshie, unace epted superseded 
by general. Geist’s Appeal (Peun. S. C.), Full 

Void ; inventory not filed in time. Haben v. Har- 
sc haad ip 8 Ae ea és See 

See Estoppel. 

Delivery bond; property in custo- 

bill in equity as 

Hyde o. 


Ss 
8. 


Hilmes v. 


See Cc ‘riminal Law. 


Distinction between legal ana equitable; 
Comrs. of 


ATTACHMENT. 
dia legis; judgment directing sale ; 

to who entitled to fund. Krippendorf v. 

8. S.C.),Ab 
Lig ability of officer receiving prope rty of third person ; ; 


fraudulent conveyance; surety; bond not signed by 
principal. Howard v. Mande rfield (Minn. S. C.) Ab. 
Return — be annexed. Rock v. 


5. G) 


4 Em ble me ents: Marriage ; Officer. 
ATTORNEY. Agreement for compensation; coptuse 
oF, - ruiser Alabama. Bachman v. Lawson (U. 8. 8. 
Bb scene. 6054bscepecedagies 
Ac stan by, for se rvic eS ; : employing partner ‘after dis- 
solution ; parties’ plaintiff. Jackson v. Bohoman 
(Wis. S. c ), Ab. 
PR aw Fo to bar from another State. 


nee — 
nm 


Matter of ad- 


353 


198 


409 


Bz 


416 


mission to bar (Peem. Be. GB. .s 00s — 
When appearance not binding client; estoppel. Rey- 
nolds v. Fleming (Kans. 8.C.),Ab..... © ..... «2... 195 
Compromise of action by; champerty ; ‘death does not 
revoke power coupled yam interest. Jeffiries v. 
Mut. L. Ins. Co. (U. 8, Full... 192 
Contempt, has no privilege ee arrest for. Matter of 
Preston\(Eng. App.), Ab.. 116 


Contingent fees ; ao to ‘testify. Perry Vv. 


Dicken 


(Penn. § C.), 4 ‘ ° sas 
Contract for servic > of. Dodge v. Janvrin (N. H. 8. C.), : 

Ab. ¥ ’ 7 
Inc ompetenc y as 3 ground for new trial. State v. songs 

(lowa S. C.), 237 
aden on judgment ; ‘right of set -off. “Naylor v. Lane 

Gs. a Bees Wes 5X: sc ckeaida anaes 212 
Terney v. Wiison (N. J §.C.), Full. census lll 
— for costs when action compromised. The Hope 

(Eng. App.), Full...... 

“ Misconduct in office ;’ dnsulting judge in street. 

People v. Green (Col. 8. N 4 
Right of appellate eae pa pee on bis moral 

conduct in suit. Varlin v. Sook (Kans. 8. C.), N 3 
Stipulation by guardian as to fee for services when 

valid as to ward. Taylor v. Bemis (U.S. 8. ©.).Ab 235 


See Evidence ; Negotiable Instrument 
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AUCTION First sale abortive ; on record may add 

costs 0 e 

Sale of standing” cr crop | warranty of title. ‘Wood Vv. 
Baxter (Eng . 

AWARD. See ak. Domain. 


BAIL bond; qunety paying | recognizance ; subrogation; 
parties plaintiff. Ryder (U. 8. 8. C.), Ab. 
BAILME i iets x as to title. 

Williams (Kans. 8. C.), Ab.. 
ANK. National; 
receipt. Cleveland v. Shoeman (Ohio 8. C.), N. 
Authority of cashier; pocenmetion from course of 
business. U.S. v. Carey (U. 8. C.),Ab . 
Representative authority of pt dons presumption 
from course of dealing. Martin v. Webb (U s 


C.), Ab. Sith edeentaed Cenkes coccens - 
Norton (N. H. 


Thompson v. 


Kimball v. 


BANKRUPTCY. 
contested in State court. 
H. 8. C.),Ab.. 
Order rejecting claim ; “jurisdic tion. 
(U.8S.8S C.),A 
Seizure of goods by 


See Surety. 
Validity of discharge may not be 
Marshall v. Sumner (N. 


“"Legget | v. 
marshal : trespass ‘in State court ; 
jurisdiction of Federal court ; action in State court 
not SeDe Leroux v. Hudson (U. 8. C.), Ab 
DY. See Criminal Law pA 
What are not. Tyler v. Fick 


ett (Me. S. C.),A 


Bik OF "EXCHANGE. See Negotiable Instrume 


. Bona fide purchaser of stolen. Connor v. 
Fifth Nat. Bk. (Penn. 8. C.),Ab 
Principal not due ; action will lie for interest. Mont 
gomery v. Francis (Penn. S, C.), Ab........... 
See Municipal Bond. 
BOUNDARY upon once of river. 
ey (Me. 8. C.), 
By oavigable stream: takes x. - e entre inc luding islands; 
city plat. Fletcher v.Thunder Bay B. Co. (Mich. 
| | prea : 
Sepa of fact. Tasker v. Cilley (N. H. 8. C.),Ab 
B ERY. See Criminal Law. 
BRIDGE connecting counties ; liability of one for 
whole cost: amending ae to give jurtdite tion. 
Ww ER v. Bullit Co. (U.S C.), Ab 
BROK AGE. 
ORE RA ),A 


BURGLARY. 


CARRIER of goods ; connecting lines ; discrimina- 
tion; court cannot create obligation. Atchison v. 
"S 3 MY Spee 

— contract limiting liability does not excuse negli- 
gene. Moulton y. St. P. M. W. R. Co. (Minn. S. C.), 


Warren v. 


Couagilinkon. Hamlin v. 
See Marriage. 
See Criminal Law. 


— delivery to swindling consignee, not liable. Ed- 
munds v. ‘Merchants Dis. Trans. Co. (Mass. 8. C.), Ab. 

—— loss of money by ; right of consignor to sue. Sni- 
der v. American xpress Co.(Mo. 8. ©.) ‘ 

—— liability for lose by issue of two ates @ notes for 
same contingent; holders for value. Coventry v. Gt 
East. R. Co. (Eng App.), Ab 

BH KN in transitur, 
equity. Strahlheim v. Wallack (N 

—— goods destroyeed by fire on 2 i Bost a 
cause. Scott v. Baltimore (U. 8S. ©. C.’ Md.), Ab. 

of passenger ; construction a contract; ‘‘loss or 
| momeagl Haight v. appa . P. Co. (Eng. App.), 


—— expulsion ; : damages. “Hufford v. 
R. Co. (Mich. 8. C.), Fu 
— negligence; injuring passenger ; eubsequent 
facts not to be considered b ~ jury. Ely v. St. L., 


rs Ff FY SS - 3S Sree 
— evidence of negli ogee ; ie hing witness. 
Morrison vy. Towle (} x % Ab.. 


—— liability for negligence to one, riding « on engine, 
Waterbury v. N. Y. C. and H. 2. Co. (U C. 
C., N.Y.), Ab.. 


— duty of sleeping ca car company to protec t ‘property 
of. . ullman C. Co. v. Gardner (Penn. S. C.), 
PD d<ndbccadeses ess ‘ oe 
— sabre, *8 to poset clerk; ‘free pass. Seybolt _ v. 
Long I (N. sete -kwak cudw-eiknaae 


See eae Fire ; Negliyence 


ER TIORARL See Mandamus. 














Cc 
TAMPERTY Us Attorney. 
b HAI ABLE U See Will. 
TIN E. See Statutory Construction. 
CHU H._ See Ecclesiastical Law. 
rej IZENSHIP. See Corporation. 
Cc 





IL DAMAGE LAW. Action Sy WK liquor 
sellers jointl . Rantz v. Barnes (Ohio S. C.), Ab 
CONFLICT OF LAW. Guardian's bond and valid- 
a of collateral security; satisfaction of bond. State 

Williams (Mo. 8. C.), Ab . 
Jurisdic tion as to foreign realty ; deed and mortgage; 
redemption. Reed vy. Reed (Me. 8. C.), Ab. - 





may lend on pledge of warehouse 
1 


“Allen : 


‘Schulte. 


enforce ee of right of by 
Y.C. P.), Full.... 2 


. Grand R., ete,, 
a 


. 418 
98 


. 355 


18 


183 


137 


198 


156 





tary conve ance. Matter of Page- Sexsmith L. Co. 
(Minn. C.), Ab.... 
Usury ; La in one State governed by laws of another. 
Scott v. Perlee (Ohio 8. C.), Ab anes 
See Bankruptcy ; a ;, Maritime Law; 
3onds. 
CONSIDERATION. Partial failure of title to land: 
no defense to wy given therefor. Hodgdon v. 
Golder (Me. 8. C.), Ab 
For promise, release of dower. Rundlett v. Ladd (N. 
ROS er re 
Release of attac mepons ; ne ak ; notice Dearborn 
v. Sawyer (N. Cc 
CONSTITUTIONAL Liaw. 
charter of railroad company ; 
Penn. R. Co. v. Balt. and O. R. Co. 
Justice of ar ineligible after seventy 
Mann (N. 8. C.), } 
Meaning of requirgivent of a two-thirds vote. 
v. Gould (Minn. C.), Full... 
Police power ; aia ‘as to wholesomeness of arti- 
cle. State v. Addington (Mo. 8. C_), Ab 
Prohibiting non-residents to take fis h' for manure or 
oil. Chamberlain v. Church (R.I.8.C.), N... ... 
State interference with sea-going vessels. Pacific 
= S. Co. v. Railroad Comrs. (U.8. C. C., Cal.), 
) see ° 
State may forbid sale of patented srticle ‘; “oleomar- 
garine. Matter of Brosnahan (U C.C., Mo.), Ab. 
State may prohivis sale of patente an article. Palmer v. 
State (Ohio 8. ¢ ee ren 
State law ioabion contract ; requiring creditors to 
act or be bound by action of other creditors. Gil- 
fillan v. Union Canal Co. (U. S. 8. C.), Ab 
See Eminent Domain; Insurance; Munie ipal Bonds. 
CONTEMPT. Legislative oe” ex rel. McDon- 
ald v. Sheriff (N. Y.S Ful . 
See Aftorney; imees ames Patent. 
ACT for arbitration ousting courts of juris- 
White v. Middle R. Co. (Mass. 8. C.), 


Impairing ¢ ontract; 
eminent domain. 
(Md. App. ), Ab. 
eople v 


State 


CONTR 
diction void 


By rne Y. Sisters of 


* John- 


Ab is 
Building; are hitect’ s certific ate. 
Charity. (N. C.), Ab 
Unlicensed ak dle anal rec ” er commission. 
son v. Heitings (Penn 8S. C.), Ab. os 
Election to public office does ma c reate, as to salary. 
Marder v. Portsmouth (N.H.S. ¢ Ful 
Evidence, statement made after, Ren Rae 
ler v. Atwood (R. I. C.), Ab ae 
Forbearance to oppose > ite of will may “support 
contract to pay. Bellows v. Sowles (Vt. C. 
Future delivery: when valid by good faith of oa 
partys breach ; damages. Wall v. Schneider (Wis. 


i ener aie ibe 
egal ; future delivery ; ‘custom. Irwin v. “ Williar 
8 PI Se ee aa er 


AY ear eee 
“Windle » 


Impited pee Kee ‘as to horse let for hire. 
Jordan (Me. 8. C. . 

of infant. Bartlett v. Baile y (N. .), Full 

Labor and _ services in family : may recover. 
Eusey v. Hine (Kans. é. & 

Construed mortgage ; prrvtbver Je of frauds; : parol agree- 
ment ; purepate of wow ; debt of another. Hoile 
v. Bailey (Wis. 8. C.), 

To oust court of Farto tion tion of a controve rsy, 
Appeal of Rea (Penn. 8S. C.), Ab 

Peleomene se prevented by the gov ernment; damages ; 
eeees and expenditures. U.S. v. Behan (U.8. 8. C.): 
A 


H.S8.c 
when 


on of z invalid. 


To purchase land from one not owner; condition prec e- 
SL ea © time. Saunders v. Curtis (Me. s. 
fle Beas: § sbgncces teccusesnds 

mane ission; purc hase of note after attachment. Harris 

Hanover Nat. Bank (U. 8. C. C., N. Y.), Ab. 

Restenint of trade; agreement not to use family name; 
trade mark. Brewer v. Lamar (Ga. 8. C.), N 

— exclusive privilege of admission to private park ; 
injunction, taxation does not make use public. 
Sharp v. Whiteside (U. S. C. C., Tenn.), Ab. 

Sunday, to run boat on, invalid. Gauthier v. Cole (U. 
8. C.C., Mich.), Full......... 

Time. essence of ; when court will not interfere. Stee le 
v. Bond (Minn. 8. C.), A 

Void by statute; money paid under cannot be re- 
covered ; parties in aw’ sons Clarke v. Lincoln 
Lumber Co. (Wis. 8 c's: Ay 

Not will. Bork v. Bork © Fg 8 Oh, BR cssasccdacwes 

See Attorney: Carrier; poe %, toner Fire; 

Intent; Payment; Receipt. 
CREMA 


TION. See Misdemeanor. 

ONVERSION of certificate of stock; me 
Dagget v. Davis (Mich. 8.C.), Full. .. 

Plaintiff's money deposited in defendant's 
demand necessary to maintain wt 
limitations. Giles v. Merritt (N. H.S. C.), Ab 


3 name ; no 
statute of 


Vendee of land harvesting wheat with knowledge | of 
title in third “nee. 
pee : eae 


Wheldon vy. Lytle (Mich. 8. C.), 


1 
Ful- 


| CONFLICT 01] OF LAW- Continued. Page. 
Legacy to alien one infants married Brown v. 

Collins (Eng. Ch. D.),A lv 
Transfer by insolvent law of another State ; volun- 


" Municipal 


110 
14 


511 


oF 


138 


416 


312 


Oxo 


398 


3338 
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COPYRIGHT. Action for penalties for infrinke- 
ment abates by yee s death. Matter of Schrei- 
ber (U. 8.8. C.), A 235 
Author of photograph. _Noltage v. Jackson (Eng. 
App.), Ab.. Kokue Lacie techies Shim Giueeee ae 
Photographs entitled to. “Burrow Giles Lith. Co. v. 
SAAS eee -.. 368 


In public lecture. Rick v. Pitman (Eng. Ch. D.), N.. 383 
CORPORATION. Agreement by stoc kholders to 
liquidate debt. Haskell v. Oake (Me. S. C.), Ab 295 
Citizenship of railroad company operating in several 
stance 08 stion. Home v. Boston N. R. Co (U. 


&. 0. 6 H.), Ab : 157 
Conflict of law ; jurisdic tion. Wilkins v. Thorne (Md. 
(App.), Ab... : 75 


Estoppel ; offic ers making contract within scope ‘of 
authority. 9 eee R. Co. v. Nashua N. R. 
Co. (N. H. 8S. C), A 314 

Legislative control as (+ cor porate ¢ ontracts binding ¢ on 
non- vestGonts. Canada Southern Ry.Co. vy. Gebhard 
(0.8.8. C.), Full... al se peuebinnh . 51 

Legal Gamae ity of stockholder to sue; action against 
directors for fraud. Bulkley v. Big Muddy I. Co. (Mo. 
ES Cr eer 

Liability of subscriber to railroad stock. Braddock vy 
Phila. M. and M, R. Co. (N. J. Er.), Ab 217 

May recover from one procuring transfer of shares 
on forged certificate. Boston and A. R. Co. v. Rich- 
ardson (Mass. 8. C.), Ab.. .........-. deta Ome 216 

Railroad and canale ompanies .private. Pierce v. Com. 
(Penn. 8. C.), 4 ‘ ee eae, cath 

mo majorities ; 3 ‘rights of ‘minority. Leo v. Union 
P. R. Co. (U. C.,N. Y.), Ab 495 

Service of notice upon Heltzel v. Chicago and A. R. 

Co. (Mo 8. C.), Ab. . 

Liability of stoc kholders a contract one ; limitations H 
exhausting legal remedy against corporations; penal 
laws have no extra territorial force. Flash v. Conn. 


(0 8.8.C.), Ab.. 17 
Right of stoc kholders to restrain ‘ac aon of direc es 

estoppel. Dimpfel v. and M. R. Co(U. os 

[ Se eres 174 


Transferee of stock not stockholder until transfer 
made. People v. Robinson (Cal. 8. C.), Ab 438 
Vote by directors to pay themselves not binding on 
issue of new stock, 3 right of shareholders. Jones 
v. Morrison (Minn. 8. C.), AD.......00.26. -cccces . 5 
UNTERFEITING. ” See Criminal Law. 
VENANT “‘against any trade or business; ’’ home 
for girls. Rolls v. Miller (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab........ 459 
Agreement to maintain fence runs with land; to build 
does not; conditions subsequent construed a 
grantor. Hartung v. Witte (Wis. 8.C.), Ab. --. 814 
Words construed as; conditions not favored. First 
y oe Church v. Old Columbia (Penn. S. C.) 


C 
Cc 





See Deed: “Landlord and Tenant. 
CRIMINAL LAW. Abatement, plea in, of pending 


indictment, bad; conviction or acquittal. Smith v. 


Comm. (Fenn. 5. C.), AD ..cccccosncdsse. oss sbiaeas Oe 
es ; dying declarations competent in. Comm 

YT Set ae eee 04 
Acquittal, direction of ; discretion ; acc complic es! un- 


Blac k v. State (Wis. S C.), Ab. 118 
“etaaies.” State v. Downs (Ohio 


corroborated. 
Arson; variance ; 


4 Sra ee er eo 317 
Assault to rape ; “gufficienc y of ¢ omplaint. Tillson v. 
ee Oe a era oe 78 
Bastardy; ev idence must be beyond reasonable doubt 
Vants issell v. State (Wis. S. C.), Ab. 219 
Bribery of legislator; offer of c orporate stock; indict- 
ment. Watson v. State (Ohio S. C.), Ab. 117 


Burglary ; onus; possession not pet anh : verdict not 
interfered with ; ; remarks of counsel. Garity v.Peo- 


ple (Ill S. C.), Ab Segoe 418 
— ; prisoner participating ‘in as detective. Price v. 
I, CM Mn sab aSvsn sa bad whee sang: aiieoied 362 


Challenge; accused must be pre sent; confessions 
when in custody ; statutes regulating procedure not 


ex post facto. Hopt v. Utah (U 8S. 8.C.), Ab...... 336 
Confession, when admissible in evidence. Comm. v. 
NL, OE, as cas 44 ab soke x” ht oce pueeneee 7 


Confession obtained by thre ww oe promise inad missi 
ble. State v. Day (Vt. S. C. ; , 

Defendant in felony + ae wales jury trial. State v y 
Carman (Iowa 8. C.), N ... ....026-e0 . 302 

Evidence of other pn 3. BE defendant as witnes; ‘cross- 
examination ; dz anpenses weapon ; pistol. People v. 


_Irving Ck 0s A, SE 2 dans cctan 400 sasewes er. 
; burden of agi whether tenant or not. State 
». Hayes (N. H, 8. C.), Ab.. 418 
—; court should exclude improper evidence of its 
own motion. McClure v. Comm. (Ky. App.), N ... 64 
——; defendant as witness caputaing conduct. Peo- 
ple v- Quick (Mic LOS eee 79 
False pretenses ; letter mailed in E ngland for France. 
Regina v. Holmes (E me: Ge, GL. BR), Ms. o- ove sossces 216 


Homicide; killing officer acting under w arrant, ou 
informal, is murder. State v. Jones (N.C. S.C.), Ab. 79 

Incest ; brother-in-law and sister-in-law. Stewart v. 
State (Ohio S. C.), Ab éccdsbie aad dnaenonian 317 








CRIMINAL LAW- untamed. Page. 
Indictment ; averment as to time. State v. Ingalls (N. 
_H.8.C.), Ab. (acadensed4 able 317 
; counterfeiting; alleged,attempt to defraud. State 
vy. Kimeston (N. H.S. p. Mise cncesmhesesioess . 214 


——;d soe Shemsina killing and destroying.” 
Anon. (Me. 8. C.), N 323 
——; misnomer in. State v. Murphy (Vt. 8. C.), Ab..... 317 
; when not sufficient to follow statute; objection ; 3 
~ when taken first time on appeal; waiver. Stener v. 


State (Wis. S. C.), Ab ca tne: wend. aaa eee 
Information for crime; due process of law. Hurtado 
o.. Pe Ge ts B, GF, Biiesss. | contesee 272 


Insanity ; burden of pri of. Graves v. State (N.J.8.C.), 
Larceny ; whatis. Reg. v. Hollis (Eng. C. C. R.), "Ab. 7 
——; lucri causa. People v. Woodward (N. Y.8. €.), N. 183 
; possession of recently stolen goods as evidence. 
State v. Jennett (N..C.S.C.), Ab . 7 
——; want of consent; circumstanctial | ‘evidence; 
pleading purchase; error in charge. Clayton v. State 


(Tex. App.), Ab... sens ee 
Merger of distinct fe lonies; former ‘convic tion. State 
v. Bozzle (N. J. 8. C.), Ab........ ‘ 279 
ee | ; sufficiency o cme aganen of wounds. State 
» we Cee. BO, snags nteccsa-eo binreue 279 


Pe jury; materiality. ‘pile her v. State (OhioS. C. ), Ab. 78 
Playing cards in liquor saloon. apeeed v. State (Tex. 


BRAM. 236 <u, dnastae sarnces RNS Rs 
Post- anes: fraudulent use of mails. U. 8. v. Owens 
Fr Pa rere me 118 
—— aie obscene literature. U. 8. v Gaylord (U 
ACUMEN; . « sn cogua'eonanuetidnescciuiee seen 78 
Rape; indictment ; insufficient. Wilder v. Comm. (Ky. 
OE rr ere eee 18 


Trial ; shallenges by jointdefendants. State v. Durien 
(Kans. _¥ 4 ee 
See Constitutional Law. 
CROPS. See Landlord and Tenant. 


CUSTOM. Reservation of mineral in lease, flint not 
mineral. Tucker v. Singer (Eng. H. L.), Ab na” eae ee 218 
DAMAGES in an action for deceit. Skearass v. Fin- 
negan (Minn. 8S. C.), Ab rr 218 
Breach of contract of sale. “Tracy, vy. Gunn (Kans. ‘s. 
a eae 36 
When right of action assignable ; breach of w arranty ; : 
measure. Felt v. Reynolds (Mic h. 8. C. eee 338 
Death induced by excessive sepwseanin ak, Mc- 
Be Vo BaGeD (TOR. B.C.) Becscccccscccccce spss se 122 


Delaying telegraph message Daughtry v. Am. Un. 


Tel. Co. (Ala. 8B. C.), Full .........- -. 507 
a or penalty. March Vv. Allabough (Penn. Ss 

tS (grease er < . 373 
Mitigation; tender of. property. Towle v. Lawrence : 

ee ee ae 3i7 
widinanoas E. primitives setting fre; ‘evidence. 

Wilkinson v. Drew (Me. 8S. C. 77 


Rule where no malice, ieaebaenabenned t of tort; profits; 
chattel mortgage ; void for want of filing. Ta cott v 
Crippen (Mich We Oodp Mi - 565000 64ns-ce cages 

—s x in public street; spec ial injury. G.c. &8 
F. R. 


o. v. Eddius (Tex. S. C.), Ab... ........-55 516 
Telegraph company ; YA to feelings. ‘Russell vy. W. 
. Tel, Co. (Dak. 8. e ee aa rere 
On breac . of warranty. Hutchins vy. Runtrull - 
i ee errr ere errr es a ere ‘ 
Malicious prosecution. Gregory y. Chambers (Mo. S. 

et ED sca <cncavedbmebines cEAdcakes as) sees Chee 498 


Conversion : ‘Deed: Evidence; Patent ; 
Seduction. 

DEATH. Presumption of, from absence; identity of 
one ¢ nee to be alive. Hoyt v. Newbold (N. J.8. 
Se errr er Hee 

DECEDENT’ Ss ESTATE. Settlement without ad- 

i eer when binding. Woodman v. Rowe (N. 
Te RNC ccbsnus ai cadsruce: daceuen” eines Sapna ee 
DEDICATION. “Of street to public use by acts in 


pais ; i sonane 3 entegget. Landis v. Hamilton (Mo. 


See Carrier; 


Ab 
DEED. » eentideeae s after authority revoked; 
boundaries; loss of plat. State v. Tilton (N.H.S.C.), Ab. 356 
Acknowledging officer cannot amend defective certifi- 
cate of acknowledgment of married woman. Gil- 
braith v. Gallivan (Mo. 8. C.), Full........ ....... —_— 
Enterprise Transit Co. v. Shonde (Penn. 8. C.), Full. 16 
— tion ; joint tenants. Bullock v. Caldwell (Ky. 
pS SS Pere eee eee 374 
—— * oe contradic tory descriptions. Driscoll v. Green 
(N. F TED. Siac 006d. nwaen waiel 175 
Cov At, against incumbrance and for quiet ‘enjoy- 
ment; breach: eviction; damages. Fritz v. Pusey 
(Minn. eels FP nas cond edembasates” cnc dsede. “aaeeeeun 297 
——; breach of; personal claim of ‘grantee; subsequent 
grantee ¢ can only sue as aungase. Davenport v. Dav- 
port (Mich. 8.C ), Ab 
Cannot be rescinded for partial a considera- 


tion. Leal v. Terbush (Mich. 8. C.), Ab........ ...... 196 
Defective acknowldgment: how cured. Hiles v. 

py ge rere eee 
Repugnancy. Littlefield v. Mott (R. I. 8. C.), eS 


See Covenant; Forfeiture ; Fraud; Infancy; ices: : 
Morigage ; Public ‘Lands 
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DEFINITION. **Accident.”” See Neyligen. nee. 
“ Against any trade or business.’’ See Covenant. 
“ Extreme cruelty.’’ See Marriaye, 
** Fellow-servant.”’ See Master and Servant. 
“ Heirs.”” See Will. 
“ Hunting, killing and destroying.” See Criminal Law. 
“Idlean disorderly erson.”’ Pointon v. Hill (Eng.), N. 
* Loss or damage.” ee Carrier. 
* Minerals ;’, petroleum is ae a mineral ; 

ham vy. Kirkpatrick (Penn. 8. C.), Ab . 

** Misconduct in office.” " See “‘Atior ney. 


423 


deed. Dun- 


** State;”’ “ territory.’’ See Admiralty. 
“ Surviving.” See Vill. 
‘* Two-thirds vote.” See CGattietinnst | Law. 
* Vacation.” TANCE. Ridgely (11 C.), N .. 343 
DISCONTINUA . When not at after 
cross-bill filed. Wsloseo & A. R. Co. v. Union Roll- 
ing Mill Co. (U. 8.8. C.), Ab. jebenee> cede 144 
IVORCE. See Marr iage. 
EASEMENT. Aqueduct right by prescription : dis- 
turbance of. Olicott v. Thompson (N. H.S8.C.), Ab. 295 
Right of support to aqueduct; negligence; land. -Own- 
ers and pansees a . -ynsd Rockland Water Co. v. 
Tillson (Me. 8. 5 
Right x: iy | yj how may be used. Abbott v. Butler (N. 
DE ME best 6 on dae ./ i sebacagesce é 
Water- be entering ‘to repair; injunetion ; $ costs. 
Goodhaat v. Hyett (Eng. Ch. D.), 418 
ECCLESIASTICAL LAW Episcopal chureh ; 
vestry of church cannot reduce rec a 8 wae owes 
v. St. Mark ~ ay hurch (Iowa 8S. C.) woes 206 
EY RCTMENT, . See Recording ty 
EL ION. Bribed vote void; location of county 
seat. State v. Elting (Kans. 8.C.), Ab .. ....... .... 75 
See Habeas Corpus. 
EMBLEMENTS. What are not; grass; attachment. 
Rogers v_ Elliott (N. H. 8. C.), REE RENEE NR ARNE 98 
EMINENT DOMAIN. Award; appeal need not be 
joint; if railroad appeals, all > pee Wash- 
burn v. Milwaukee (Wis. 8. C.), A Se 
Expert testimony as to use. Burlington & Mo. R. R. 
Co. ¥. Beebe (ied. GB. ©.), AD... .... ss 00-050. 76 
By government, may be exercised through States ; 
United States party to suit. U.S.v. Jones (U. ay 
DU chchenunhs. Ghawhchddpgened cnenetackeue 95 
Public use determined by ‘legislature; may be dele- 
gated ; if use pubiic determination as to necessity 
conclusive ; non-navigable stream ; statutory remedy 
must be pursued. Smith v. Gould (Wis. 8. C.), Ab 478 
Railway company does not acquire right to subjacent 
support —- mine owner. Pountney v. Clayton 
(Eng. App.), Ab........ Wi 


Right bie ~ share in ‘compensation received by 
oc 


landlord. Harris v. Howes (Mo. 8. C.) 
See Constitutional Law; Re a of Cause. 
TY. Adequate remedy ‘at law ; irregular judg- 
ment. Wilkinson v. Rewey (Wis. 8. 'C.), Ab 
APE. _ Bond void; sheriff not liable. 


Sheriff v. Becker (N. Y. App.), Ab.. ... 
ESTOPPEL. Assignment of mortgage ;_ payment ; 


merger ; creditor .of — haser. Graves v. Rogers 
(N. H. 8. A Maks) We Sabeke eckawecstesnkconnens ; 
“See “Corporation. 
EVICTION See Deed. 

V CE. Of vente of attorney’s services. {Haish 
v. Payson (Ill. EEE sded var aete an ooee 

Communication + ‘pubic rosecutor privileged. 
Vogel v. Gruas (U. 8. 8. C.), Pail pid. ker coneehee 


Death of one party to contract 
vor as witness. Nugent, v Curran (Mo. 

To explain ‘‘ early ageng a. 
v. Samuel (Penn. 8. C. 

Examination of injury of plaintiff. Ate hison, T., , ete. be 

Co. v. Thul (Kans. S. C.), Ab 

In action for fraud; other Poa! Te transactions. Adams 
v. Kenney (N. H. 8. C.), Ab.. 

Of other fraud, admissible in 7 stion involving fraud. 
Nichols v. Baker (Me. S. C.), ; 

Insanity; opinion ; conte ESF witness. Conn. 
a: Life Ins. Co. v. Lathrop’s Adm’r (U.S. 8. C.) 


H _ SR y of survi- 
S.C.) . 
Phosntx Iron 


Upinions as to mental condition of grantor. Holcomb 
v. Holcomb (N. Y. App.), A 
To me wt instrument. 
(Kans. 8. C.), 
Local c ustom ; : purchase by commission merchant for 
he ate Oo damages; commissions. Cotheran v. 
is ( 


Officer’s return of service of process ¢ conclusive. Stork 


v. Michaels (Mich. 8. C. 


Parol explaining intention of sealed” 


coupe 7 


rte vy. Williams : 
19 


‘instrument. 
> 


198 


Skaaras v. Finnegan (Minn. 8. C.), race lun ae 
Presumption of performance ae oftictal ‘duty. “Sinclair 

rE a MN Mis cucctceceas % decpetiace 76 
Res geste; admission ; Te profits; burden of 

eye part payment in pro gh value am cannot 

e shown v. Hoxie (Wis. 8. C.), 375 
Seduction ; subsequent acts of familiarity : breach 

of promise ; previous chaste character. Watson v. 

Watson (Mich. ey Pen dcccetesvetdneesws Gadenead 492 








EVIDENCE-— Ounttoned 


Unsafe driving; rebuttal. Plummer yv. Ossipee (N. 


Page 


H.8. C.), N. ws 23 
Copy of probate not proof of validity of will in another 
State; when grantee for life can assert title against 
grantor to reversion ; estoppel. Robertson v. Pick- 
rell. (U. 8.8. C.), Ab. sits. sate: “alee sein asted Giana 114 
See Attorney; Carrier; O Yontract ; ” Oriminal Law; 
Damages ; nsurance: Neglige nee? Railroad ; Slander 
and Libel’: Suretyship: Will; Witness. 
EXCISE. Abrogating license to sell by ordinance on 
_—- act. Columbus City v. Caene (Lowa 8. C.) 
Ltititheee shete Seseenneneesst.mades 0900 ba60  a37 
EXEG UTION. ‘Levy on goods of one as another's. 
Miller v. Lacy (Del. 8. C. Othe s<Raaee 
Levy on stocks ; ; sale ; Rat AR books. ‘Lippitt v. 
Am. Wood Paper Co. (R. 1. 8. C.), Ab... .........005 498 
Sco Landlord and Tenant. 
EXECUTOR. Appointment does not discharge debt 
due from him to testator. In re Consalus Exr. (N. 
\ a SS ae ree rrr err ookek Ge 
See 1 >-robate Law 
EXEMPTION. Horse to carry c hildren » ‘5 ae 
and school. George v. Fellows (N. H N 
Poreeen 8 wegen and harness. Ric bards: v. “Hibbard 
(N. H. Min 1cseene teh Atbeamineaedigeateenetaads 3 
Not affected x temporary absence. Rice v. Wads- 
worth (N. LM dKesdesedintat ceesdenn Capntebenes 76 
Vendee in A, of c ree cannot claim. Tilton v. 
Sanborn (N. H. ), Ab. ins gate 
$2 Ti tration.. 
EXTRADITION. Person extradited from another 
at cannot be served with civil process Compton 
. Wilder (Ohio 8. C.), Full. ese dun ene bach On 
FALSE PRETENSES. _See Criminal Law. 
FERRY 4 QUEST ION. See Removal of Cause. 
FERR Franchise ; 


grant of ere privilege. — 
Multnomah (Or. 8. C.), Full 
See Negligence. 
FISHERY. Private pond; — have no right to 
forbid. State v. Roberts (N. C.),N 
FIXTURES. Refusal to pe rmit. ) oh. r tenant to re- 
ORFE replevin. Darrah vy. Baird (Penn. S. C.), Ab. 
ITURE Deed providing =" construed 
OnE =! ALF conditional gooupency of school. 
Crane v. Hyde Park (Mass. 8S. C ) 
FORMER ADJUDICATION, Decree in equity 
conclusive as to all matters parties bound to litigate ; 
neglect to present claim ; sappemen | 0 Ashue- 
lot K. Co. v. Cheshire R. Co. H.8.C.), Ab 
FRAUD. Actionable false Sepresentation ; sale of 
land. Messerv. Smyth (N.H.S. C.), Ab....... 
Bona fide purchaser; notice of fraudulent intent. 
McDonald vy. Gaunt (Kans. 8. C.), Ab. 
Conveyance; deed, voluntary, from husband to wife. 
Hilton v. Morse (Me. S. C.), Ab... 
Statute of; agreement not to be | performed in a "year. 
Sutphen vy. Sutphen (Kans. 8 Ab 
—; agreement not to be eesiuunadl ‘within. 
Cole v. Singerly (Md. App.), Ab.. 
See Administrator ; Attachment ; Evidence 
Judicial Sale 


ciscmaae v 


"year. 


; Inswrance ; 


GAMING. See Criminal Law. 
ARNISHMEN See Removal of Cause. 
IFT. Causa mortis ; in nature of will. McCord’s 


Adm. vy. McCord (Mo. 8. C.), Ab....... 
Delivery of bonds without right to reclaim same is 
not ; limitation. Selleck v. Selleck (III. 8. C.), Ab. 
Deposit in bank in another's name palibes t to own or 
der; death of donee. Davis v. Lenawee (Mich. 8. C.), 
Ab. 


96 


3V6 
io 


398 


204 


55 


oO 
5 


of insurance "money from ‘exe mpt property ‘to wife; 


attachment; husband and wife. Preno v. Hewitt 
(Vt. 8. C.), Ab. se waters 7 
From yy to son; ‘delivery. “Fletcher vy. Fletcher 
8 8  Y eer 
Se e “Will. 


Land Act, 


GRANT, public: presumption; Swamp 
; title. Rice 


1850, applicable to then ae States 
v. Railroad Co, (U.S. 5S. C.) 


3 
VARDIANSHIP. See , ae “Conflict of Laws. 


NTY. See Negotiable Instrument. 


HABEAS CORPUS. 


Discharge of one writ bar to 
A 


anvuther. Matter of Sewell (Minn. 8. C.), Ab......... 
Duty of Congress to protect elective franchise. Ex 
parte Yarbrough (U. 8. 8. C.), Full .......... ... 
Officer refusing to roduce relator, guilty of contempt. 
Robb v. Connolly (U.S. 8. C.), Full.............. 
HEIR When does not include husband. Welkins | 
QO ae ene 
HIG “AY. Conditional "dedication. City of St. 


W. 
Louis v. Meier(Mo. S. C.), Ab 
Liability of town for defect causing injury j defect 
need not be in way. Drew v. Sutton (Vt. S. C.), Ab.. 
Opening street; when enjoined; dedication; what es- 
sential; abandonment. plnenaapentiny i oe (LIL. 8. 
C.), Ab seccccccccvsoeees ‘ 


139 
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HIGHWAY-—Continued. 
Telegraph additional burden upon highway requiring 
gomprneation to property owner. Board of Trade 
ce. v. mannets Ga. ©. O.), Well. ........--. sesccee 
Ww here railroad laid in street land ow her must be com- 
—— * Cross v. St. L. R.C mrdvade Co. (Md. 8. 
), A ‘ ; pebaw  B0edse +06 0006 

See Turnpike. 


HOMICIDE, 8 See Criminal Law. 
H When appropriated by railroad, 


money for, , he Kaiser vy. Seaton (Iowa, 8S. C.), 


HUSBAND AND WIFE. See Marriage 
P58 Criminal Law. 


INGES 

I Jurisdiction of Federal Court as to mur- 
der ve one wi by another. Matter of Kaugi 
Shauca (U. 8. 8. C.), Ab .. , 

INDICTMEN T. See Criminal Law. 

INFANT. Deed; disaffirmance by deeding paneer 
after majority ; re- wid unnecessary. —puae v. 
Bennett (Mich. 8. C , , 

Not liable for services. Dillon v. Boles (Mo. 8. C.), Ab 
Liability of, for goods purchased on credit. Hall v. 
Butterfield (N. H. S. C.), Full . 

See ( ‘ontract : Mor tyaye. 

INJUNCTION. Buildings erected on land ineffect- 
ually conveyed may be removed; license. Little v. 
Wilford (Minn. 8. C.), 

Liability on undertaking | ‘when. 
Mitchell vy. Sullivan (Kans. S. C.), 4 

ee oppor’: when not issued. 
(U. 8. 8. C.) 


sent discontinued. 


To restrain Neat in another State. Dinsmore v. ‘Nere- 
sheimer (N. x tte ae 

— moving oman b obstruc tion of ‘street “railw ay. 
Fort Clark H. Ry. v. Anderson (Ill. 8. C.), N 

See Contract; pet Patent ; Trespass 
INSANITY. Return to, after lucid interval; burden 
of proof. Wright v. Jackson (Wis. 8. C.), Ab..... 
See Criminal Law ; Evidence ; Physician. 
INSOLVENCY State law: rights of creditor resi 
dent of sister State; federal spears we Miss 
Mills Co. vy. Ranlett (U. 8. C. C., La.), # 
INSURANCE, fire; alienation of title pot ‘avoided. 
Grant v. Elliot & K. Ins. Co. (Me. 8 b. 
—; contract one of Rd merely. 
Preston (Eng. App.), Fu 

——; change of title to bond: 
7 were to be remov ed. 
Co. Weymouth & B. Mut. L. Ins. Co. 
C.), “Ab errs 

: fraud ; ; induci ing insured to ¢ om promise claim by 
~ misstatements of law ; opinions not fraud. are 
son v. Phoenix Ins. Co. (Me. 8. C.), Ab.. 

——; on goods lost by carrier; subrogation of company 
to insurer’s claim against carrier. - * Ins. Co 
v. Miss. Trans. Co.(U. 8. C.C., Mo.), ee 

—; goods transported ; ‘defeat of ihe of subroga- 
tion avoiding. Carstairs v. Merch. &.T. Ins. Co.(U. 
_5. C. C., Md.), Ab. eeas 

; lex fori; when ‘foreign receiver may sue; to re 
cover assessments ; defense; fraudulent re presenta- 
tion; when policy void. Lycoming F. Ins. Co. v 
Ww right ‘2 ee ee 

; limitation; authority of agent; 
~ parol evidence not admissible at law. 
Kenton Ins. Co. (N. H. 8. C.), Ab.... 

——; parol application ; opinion as to matters material 
to risk does not avoid. Bridgewater Ins. Co. v 
Enterprise Ins. Co. (Mass. 8. C.), Ab. 

—— ; renewal runs from expiration. = f original polic y. 
Fuchs v. Germantown Ins. Co. (W 

—— ; sole and unconditional ow Lin “Ww illiams v. 
falo G. Ins. Co. (U. 8. C. C., Ky.), Ab 

—— statutes ; constitutionality dependent on legisla- 
tion of other States; retaliatory legislation. Phoenix 
Ins. Co. v. Welch (Kans. S. C.), Ab...... .. .......- 

—; waiver of proof; total loss. Penn. 
Daugherty (Penn. 8. C.), Ab 

——; whisky in bond ; when tax included. 
Union Ins. Co. (Ky. App.), Ab. 

Life; benevolent societies. Story Y. 
etc. «: . BOO. GH... Bx MOD de Beko scccceens ses 


Castellain v. 


damages when buildings 
Washington M. 
(Mass. 5 





reformation : 
Tasker v 


Hedger v. 


evicence 7 ov aoe ome. 
C. C., Mo.) ; aa hil 
—; condition - ‘to liability ; : ‘assessments. “Eggles- 
ton v. Centennial, etc. (0.8. C.C., Mo ), Ab.. 
——; failure to pay pooiateens : ; declaration of agent 
evidence of waiver notice and proof of death ; note 
given for premium ; when policy forfeited ; oo value 
elegy. Marston v. Mass. L. Ins. Co.(N. H. 
; for benefit of ee y women ; ; Ww hen not assign- 
~ able, Stokell v. Kimball (N. H. 8.C.), Ab.......... 
—— : non-payment premium ; Pas compelling 
receipt ; when company prec ‘luded from ‘objec ting to 
receiving overdue payment. vragen L. Ins. Co. 
v. Tullidge (Ohio 8, C.), Ab.,. .-.. 490060 


ees. nes (U. 8. 






Buf- 


F. Ins. Co. v. 


for benefit of creditor ; presumption of death ; ‘ 


Page. 


296 


476 
198 


. 210 


116 


95 


4 


- Wiillamsburgh, : 
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INSURANCE —Continued. 


Page. 


Life ; non- papenens premium ; waiver ; estoppel; re- 
scission. — v. Ins. Co. (N. H. 8. C.), Ab.... 419 
—; wager; fraudulent assignee cannot seanver 
Blattenberger v. Holman, Ab .. PE 
Marine ; wesreney free from capture. “Cory v. Burr 
(Eng. ; ROY “SEE Ree 
INTERNAL REVENUE. Exemption from duty; 
wearing apparal. Astor v. Merritt (U.S. 8. C.), Ab. 370 
Whisky bond; sale of spirits, forfeited, discharges. U. 
3. vy. Uirtol (0.6. 8.C0.), AD... .. nce 455 
inTEREST. Contract rate prevails until payment 
or judgment. Kelloggv. Lavender (Neb. 8S. C.), Ab 238 
Refused for laches; action for exc essive duties. Red- 
field v. Ystalyeera I. Co. (U. 8.8 175 


Statute changing rate of; effect on prior judgments. 
O’Brien v. Young (N. Y. App.), Full 
See Usury 


INTERPLEADER. Must allege plaintiff has no 
interest ; equitable relief ; > ee at law. om 
v Ebbinghaus (U 8.8. C.), Ab. ‘ aaa 


JUDGMENT. Of another State; not to be enjoined 
because obtained on false and fraudulent testimony. 
Metcalf v. Gilmore (N. H. 8. C.), N.. 

Docket: division of money column equivalent to state- 
ment of dollars and cents. De Lashmutt v. Sell- 
wood (Or. 8. C.) 

Nune pro tune; for cost not final. 
ston (Tex. 8. C ), Ab. 

Should be indexed; actual notice supplies defect. 
Hamilton’s appeal ‘Penn. St.), Ab. 

Security; new loan; creditors. Pierce v. ‘Black (Penn. 
ee 

Upon service by publication ‘not bar to another ac- 
tion. Hart v. y ‘u 


Sanson (U. 38.8. C.) ‘ 

When purchaser from debtor not entitled to enjoin ; : 
judgment by default before the expiration of time 
not void; redem; rtion d ae hes. Jonesboro y. Cairo 
& St. L. R. Co. (U C.), Mi cacce. 

Without ‘pergonal serv ice does not merge cause of ac- 
tion. — Bank of St. amend v. Peabody (Vt. 
S. C.) 


‘See. Appeal ; Interest . 

JUDICIAL SALE. Sec urity void for usury; estoppel; 
new security substituted ; agent taking bonus; what 
not satisfaction ; A aes Jordan v. Hum- 
phrey (Minn. 8. C.), Ab. 

Setting we for Seands redemption. 
lass (II. S. C.), Ab. 
Setting cas re- sale ; : 

Gomagen ; use of property 


“Palmer v. Doug: 
; setting aside and_ reinstating ; 
Couro y. Crane (U, 8.8 


SE Se ee 

Title ac quired by pure haser ; effect of reversal of judg: 
ment. ‘COPION U. 8. (U *s.8.C ), 4 

JURISDICTION. g onsent cannot give. W ebster v. 

Buffalo Ins. Co. (U0. Se! are 

District and Circuit c Bad trons urrent ; : ‘revivor; laches. 
Mason v. Hartford (U.S. C. C., Mass), 

— nena Jenkins v. Loewenthal (U. S$. 8. C.), 

Of Federal courts where state necessary. erty Cun- 
ningham v. Macon & B. (U. 8. , Full.. 

When joinder of po hated aoa pa “icon v. 
££ TS pers or ee 

Whether acts of corporation are ultra v res not Fed- 
eral question. Susquehanna B. Co. . West B. B. 
Ch 8 B.D. GD, BD beac cnscnesdinss 34hsa0tenbeescdecaen 


“‘Bankruptey ; Conflict of Law; 


See Admiralty ; Appeal; 
Insolvency ; Removal of Cause ; 


Corporation; Indians: 
Trespass. 


JURY. 


When objection to age of juror must be 
raised. Bor v. Hedges (Md. App.), Ab.... 
JUSTICE OF PEACE cannot act after seventy. 
People ex rel. Lawrence v. Mann (N. Y. 8. C.), Full.. 
See Constitutional Law. 


LAND, public ; mining lands; construction of statute 
as to placer claims ; effec . + amemened Sullivan v. 
Iron 8. M. Co. (U.S. 8. C 

LANDLORD AND TENANT. ‘ Landlord’s share 
of growing crops cannot be sold on execution. Long 
v. Seavers (Penn. 8. C.), Full. 

Crops; title of landlord where tenant on shares threat- 
ens to conv art 8 injunction. Schmitt v. Cassilius 
(Minn. 8. C.), inn bede hey anne esa akme ee: ieee, 1 .meeaeien 

Covenant to pay taxes: paving ‘and ¢ -urbing street. 
Griffin v. Phoenix Co. (Penn. 8. C.), 

Lessee need not Sign lease to bind him. 
Williams (Ill. A 

— of oud ‘for defective plumbing. “Chad 
wick v. Woodward (N. Y. City Ct.), Ab. 

Landlord not liable to tenant for ocmnonal in. from 
defect in premises. Bowe v. sponge — 


McFarlande v. 


MR c -9s Uihaenddiewesankssntdekesss giao Yao 
Monthly jotting: 

(Penn. 8. C.) > 
tenants in common; ‘use and occupation by one, con- 
tribution for repairs. Leigh v. Dickeson (Eng. B. 

D.), Ade 


"See Decd; E minent Domain. 


‘Eastham V. Ral- - 
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LARCENY. Gee ‘Criminal. Law. 


Page 


LAWFUL STRYC TURE. Brooklyn puttge 
Miller v. Mayor of New York (U.S. 8. C.), Full... ... 30 
EASE. Breach of negative covenants; ‘orteiturs 
undertaking. Timms v. Baker (Eng. Q. £ .), Ab.. 
Restrictive covenant against trade ; charitabie busi- 
ness. Rowls AE Miller (Eng. Ch. D) SS ween 315 
ee Landlord and Tenant. 

LETTER OF CREDIT Afrermect to } assays. 

Sherwin v. Brigham (Ohio S. C.). 316 
, HERS See Slander a Libel. 
SE_revoked by levy; prescription. Taylor v. 
Gerrish (N. vs SS eye ctegte 458 
Sale of liquor subject to legislative ‘control ; license 
notatax. Richland Co. v. Richland Center (Wis. S. 
C,), Full ° . 412 
See Excise ; Municipal ‘Corporation. 

LIEN. See Agency; Attorney; Maritime Law; Me 

chanics’ Lien. 

LIMITATION. Acting under government § con- 
struction of statute. Cutler v. Kouns (U. 8.8. C.), 
Tis Sic dee tebiikhchaegs 40a daebacas ces+neke. 0 436 

Letter as acknowledgment: illegal interest; applica- 
tion of principal; ler fori. Welsh v. Mayer (U. S. 
8. C.), Ab bebdn cans agenens i eeaetiac 74 
4 — of town; joint debt; contribution. Mt. Desert 
Tremont (Me. 8. C.), Ab..... 156 
Federal statute where suit might be re move a: acts 
done under military authority. Mitchell v. Clark 
AE SEE sa vonesngcndéhancesins .. 336 
Fraudulent cone ealment; know ledge of assignee; let- 
ters mailed Speeamee received. Rosenthal v. Wal 
ker (U. 8. 8. C.), Ab... ....... . . 517 
Over sees fee invalid. Mowesd vy. Carusi (U. 8.8. G ), 
hh 26 RE eekees Wn SOR RASOLEGOCRReLee Sparen ses 166 
Pot rt payment; new promise. White her v. Me¢ Jonnell 
i hicd nib caebetcdbeeiecsk:ebe’ ecs . 417 
Bing from ee of execution. Taylor v. Bonker (U. 
" oA acbiaethmbeed 517 
Statute of, as to non-residents. ‘Thompson v. Reed 
— Tf eo eer — 
Statute suspended by death of debtor. Parli v. Reed 
DMs.  « dkenidcregndnatadansncongan 203, 
Under code of | ae suit ‘brought within time 
but dismissed by want of jurisdiction extends time 
Smith v. McNeal (U.S. 8. C.), Ab . 34 
See Semlavaien: Gift; Mortyage 
MALICIOUS PROSECUTION. Defense; oor. 
pel; question of law. Parli v. Reed (Kans. 8. C.) 
éndeECSs SlCKeE6 60 294 
When action does not lie for prosec ruting civil suit. 
Muldoon y. Rickey (Penn. 8. C.), 57 

MANDAMUS. Act ministerial; +. * tax Pro- 

ceedings . ial 76 
Ly J not lie to control discretion of ‘Pubic ’ officer 
ate v. Kendall (Neb. 8. C.), Ab. 238 

MARITIME LAW Conflict of law ; : ‘proc eedings 
to limit liability supersede other ac ting P rov idence 
&N. Y.8. Co. v. Hill Mfg. Co. (U. Ties... 2 

Collision with solid structure in » Sd “ac ad in yom 
against structure not allowed. The ‘Arkansas (U. 
c C., Iowa). wih weakened 19 
aie of seamen: “rec covery ‘of. wages remedy. 
The Frank C. Barker (U. D.C.,N. J.), Ab. 518 
Peril of sea; bill of lalioe : carrier Woadly v 
Michell (Eng. Q. B.D.), Ab oo 
Priority of payment ; damage, claims and wages ; sale 
of ship. he Elin (Eng. DE Mis « sence caccadacee 98 
Ship; lien for supplies takes prec ‘edence of priors pert 
gage. The Charlotte Vanderbilt (U.S. D. C., N. Y. 
Lieebhiats Maeaetnoets. «vicans abas 456 
—— when not liable for negligent injury to seamen. 
The City of Alexandria (U. 8. D. _ SR apeles 19 
Warranty of seawourthiness in pak lE, of affreight- 
ment. The Lillie Hamilton (U. 8. D. C., Ill), Ab.. .. 157 
MARRIAGE. —¥ | terminates with husband’s 
death. Lenahan v. O'Keefe (Ill. 8. C.), Ab. 57 
--— ; attachment for. State of Kansas v. Dent (Kans. 
ee eeeee so 
Brokerage : agreement invalid. Johnson v. Hunt (Ky. 
eg AAP REA ne bheatdesenee «4.56 “bodes 33 
Ley Nacieees 4 wife upheld. Thompson ¥. 
Allen (Penn. 8. C.), 96 
Deserted wife ; Bs ee - sell husband’s Broperty ‘for 
support. Rawson v. Spangler (lowa 8. i sates ae 
Divorce; alimony to wife when ~ is unsuccessful. 
Janvrin v. Janvrin (N. H. 8. C.), 137 
——; adultery of wife condoned x. ‘datenas in action 
by wife for husband's subsequent adultery. Cum- 
ming v. Cumming(Mass. 8. C.), Full..... 74 


——; ‘“‘extreme cruelty.” 
_(Kans, 8. C.), N.. 
‘ extreme cruglty” husband complainant. 
~Keélly v. Kelly (Nev. 8. b. , 
——; Wife's false ade 2 husband's 
‘‘cruelty.” Kelly v. Kelly (Nev. 8. C.) 
——; imprisonment not ‘ ‘desertion.’ 
_@. E67 ok dis. inhiaeter den eesusess |b. ecsees' 
; when does not bar dower, service by  papennegpeenens 
~Cheeley y. Clayton (U. 8,8 Cc. ), Ab.. 


Carpenter v. 


‘infidelity ; 
Ww Polit v. Wolt | 





‘Carpenter 
1 


| MARRIAGE-— Continued. 





| Implied sooner of wife to contract for husband. Raw- 

son v. Spangler (Iowa 8. C.), . 

Husband as wife’s agent; joinder as defendants; lia ° 
10d of wife. 


separate from him and in adul many. by his conniv- 


8.C.), Ab ... 
Defec tive mac hinery ; : knowledge of pees. 
v. Minn. & St. L. R. Co. (Minn. 8. C.) 


Unsafe machinery ; contributory eR e. Hatha- 
way v. Mich. Cent. R, Co. (Mich. 8. C.), At : 
Degree of railroad : company ’s care of employee. Louis- 


ville & N. R. Co. v. McCoy (Ky. App.), N.. 

Duty of railroad comp any as to cars of another com- 
pany; inspection ellow servant. Mackin vy. Bos- 
ton & A. R. Co. (Mass. 8. C.), Ab 

| MECHANICS’ LIEN attaches to “equitable estate ; 

lands held under parol agreement for sale, when 
election lies. Eberly v. Lehman (Penn. 8. C.), Ab.. 

MINING. Occupancy of claim under act of Congress; 


er claims held in common. Jackson 
toby (U. 8. 8. C.), Ab ‘ ian ; 
See L and. 
MISDEMEANOR. burning corpse not 
MONEY paid; refusal to perform qnanes recover ; 
estoppel. Hill v. Grosser (N. H. 8. C.), Ab... 
MORTGAGE, chattel; right of mortgagee to ‘take 


possession When he deems himself in danger. Bar 
rett v. Hart (Ohio S. C.), Ab 

—— omision of a word in desc ription ; power of court 
tosupply. Clay v. Currier (Iowa, 8. C.), N... 

—— of growing crop; validity as against c reditor: 
Soteney of description. Kimball v. Sattley (Vt. 
C3. 

When then operates “as assignment. 
Goodnow (N. H.8.C.), Ab 

wees covenant ate ‘snniieds 


‘suf- 
Ss 


Bacon v. 


‘forec losure; 


Power of sale not revoked ‘by death ; ; . sheriff as trustee 
or grantee ; recital. White v. Stephens (Mo. 8. 


Privity as between recorded and unrecorded ; ‘burden 





of proof. Jackson v. Rei aaa 


Dunn v. Raynor Orange (N. J. 8. C.), | 


Hasband liable for necessaries furnished wife apes 


Greene 
° 


deficiency. 


Page. 


ance. Ferren v. Moore (N. H. C.), N.. 43 
Married woman's liability on 44 in separate busi- 
ness. Third Nat. Bank v. Guenther (Buff. 8. C.), N.. 444 
Post-nuptial agreement; settling differences; consid- 
eration. Burkholder’s Appeal (Penn. 8. C.), Ab.. 415 
Settlement on wife; when oe as against creditors. 
weore v. Page (WU. &. B. GO), AD 2... cccccce cece rcoecces vi 
——_ of bastard child a “after marriage of 
other. State v. Shoemaker (lowa, S. C.), Full..... 292 
Wite’ s liability for wie s musical education. 
Mullen vy. Pratt (N. ¥.S. C.), N; (Kans. 8. C.), Ab 183 
See,Deed acift: Public Lands. 
MASTER AND SERVANT. Hazardous employ- 
ment; knowledge of employees; promise by master 
to repair. Mo. Furnace;Co. v. Abend (Il. 8. C.), Ab. 58 
Station agent is ‘‘fellow servant.”’ Brown vy. Minne- 
apolis & St. L. R. Co. (Minn. 8. C.), Full ‘ 473 
When master liable for negligent inj jury by serv ant in 
servant’s own business. Mul!vehill v. Bates (Minn. 
AS eee &3 
Liability of master for injury to servant; co-serv ant; 
negligence. Randall v. Balt. & O. R. Co. (U. 8.8. C. 
Ree reer are 150 
Inexperienced| workman using cire ular saw; duty of 
master to warn. Wheeler v, Wason Mfg. Co. (Mass. be 


262 


63 


Mack v. Austin (N Y.App.), Ab.. 353 
Deed absolute in form as; to wy future advances. 
Madigan v. Mead (Minn. 8.C.), Ab ........... 58 
To secure accommodation A Ee rights of assignee; 
attorney's fee 7 we void. Bendry v. Town- 
send (U. 8.8. C.), Ab nd 235 
Foreclosure ; subject to lien; pure haser ‘cannot con- 
test validity. Swann v. Fabyan (U.S.S.C.), Ab .. 396 
——against railroad; fraud of directors; right of 
stockholders to intervene; how far mortgage valid. 
Thomas v. Brownville, F. K. & P. R. Co. (U.S. 8. C.), -_ 
, rye er Sree 5 
Identification of note in. Fetes v. 0” Loughlin ‘(low a, 
Be SR Niin ds secs cucddubentaneces aiaesee 296 
Interference by court with ‘mortgagee’s ‘power ‘of 
sale; solicitor; mortgagee. (Eng. App.), Ab ...... 77 
Interest and assignment. Lewis v. Small (Me. S. C.), . 
gktpind baee, BS \. kp tdeh tonite 2Gbew-Seenel sab geies 97 
What does not constitute; attempt ‘to revive dis- 
charged ppostanas: New Orleans ans ASSO. V. 
Adams (U. 8.58. C.), Ab.. : vi 
Grantee subject ‘to, does not assume. Lawrence v. 
Ws 9 8 ge “Seer ; 137 
Mortgagee ‘in possession : how to become such H ‘stat- 
ute of limitation construed as toinfants. Howeil 
aaa 433 
Payment of taxes by mortgagee. Horrigan v. Well- 
SE, He MR MR cwaicas deccss  g50.5- =. dsegakmaca 
Power to mortgage includes power to extend existing 
mortgage. Warnerv. Conn. Mut. L. Ins. Co. (U.S. 
8. C.), Full.. 10 
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MORTGAGE-Continued Page. 


Passes with note freed from equities. Cheney v. 
Cooperj(Neb. 8S. C.), Ab . eee 176 

Securing note, transferred with note by mere delivery. 
Kuhns v. Bankers (Neb. 8. C.), Ab....... 176 

Securing overdue note ; mortgages zn possession ; 
crops. Hamblet v. Bliss (Vt. i per 


See Damages ; E TAT ag 
MUNICIPAL BONDS. Bona fide purchaser ; es- 
toppel. County of Dixon v. Field (U.S. 8.C.), Ab. 475 
— excessive issue. Dallas v. McKenzie (U.S. 58. C.), 
Conflict of decision betw een State and Federal court. 
Dallas Co. v. Merrill (Mo. ), 
Construction of statute cutienlicldas presumption. in 
spree of validity of bonds. Rich v. Wentz (U. 8. C. 
is Wi dilieadautécnshécsuebs ¥em Deen eabehes - Wi 
Eston el by recitals; bona fide. pure haser. National - 
Bank v. Porter (U. Cc, 
Internal improv aay ste am mill not under ‘Nebraska 
statute. Osborne v. Co. of adomes © 8.8.C.), Ab. 17 
Internal improvement. U.S. v. Comrs. of Dodge (U. 
DM ME ME cccctees ebadgesscecsequsns 75 
Irregularities cured by statute ; subject expressed in 
title; prac “— e; no exception to ruling. County of 
Otoe (U. 8.8. C.), Ab 
Railroad aid’ validity : statutory construc tion. City 
4 Jonesboro v. Cairo & St. L Co. (U.8. 8. C.) 


AD.. 2 


Rec at stopping ‘defense: constitutional law. “County 

of Sherman v. Simonds (U.S. 8. C.), 154 
Validity of township railroad aid bonds : State law 
impairing contract. Hoff vy. County of Jasper (U. 8. 

8. C.), Ab. ... 236 
Valid though unsealed ; when equity will adjudge un- 
sealed instrument as sealed ; negligence ; citizenship 
giving jurisdiction. Inbabitants of Bernards vy. 

Stebbins (U.S. 8. C.), Ab.. o speecaserendenenes Ee 
Invalid for want of proper signing. Bissel v. Spring 

Valley (U. Ae eee 154 
MUNICIPAL GORPORATION. ’ Discrimination 


in water charges by, forbidden. State v. Mayor (N. 


PS YG eee ee 138 
Not bound to erect barriers before basement areas. 

Beardsley vy. City of Hartford (Conn. 8. C.), N.. 342 
Health offic ers mayjbind city for nurses for pest- houses. 

Labrie v. Manchester (N. H. 8. C.), N.. 43 
Licensing “coasting on street, not ~— for injury by. 

Buford v. Grand Rapids (Mich. 8. C.), N. -- 263 
City not liable for negligent act of omen. "Edgerly 

v. Concord (N. H. 8. C.), Full. 291 


Negligence. liability Noy as to ‘road within railroad 
right * ~ ay. Township of Aston v. McClure (Penn. 
8.C.) se ees $ahnc dees enonteen dees 97 

Town Hable for obstruction to highw ay ‘created by 
~~ nienaeteagietl Sides v. Portsmouth (N. H.S , 
C.) <— 2 

enue c ee jury not to decide whether nec essary; ; 
what ws decide: Borough of Easton v. Neff (Penn. 
SS ere 372 

Defect in street ; injury to ‘one ‘stepping partly off. 
Duffy v. Dubuque (lowa 8. C.),Ab......... -- 363 

Liability for defect in street. City of Chie ago Vv 


OE SE Se rarer sanganeiess 58 
Liability of, for defective wit notice. “City of 

Chicago v. Schmidt (Ill. 8. C.), Ab... ............ ... 479 
Obstruction in } aes. City of W ellington v. Gregson 

(Kans. 8. C — PERRO eee ..e. 483 
Surface water : diversion ; collecting. Field v. West 

Orange (N.J. Er.), Ab...... --. 3% 
Village; when not ‘liable for injury caused Dy, ‘defect 

in highway. Parker v. Rutland (V t. 8. C.), Full.... 149 


See Bridge; Criminal Law ; Neglige nee. 


NATIONAL BANK. See Bank. 
NAVIGATION. See Lawful Structure. 
NEGLIGENCE. What is; evidence ; declarations of 


third pny te Lake Erie v. Zoftinger (Ill. 8.C.), Ab. 456 
Action for injury while engaged in unlawfully erecting 


telegraph line, does not lie. Banks v. Highland 8t. 
Sy ? Fe Sees . 303 
Approaches to place of business must be. Kept reason- 
ably safe. Nare v. Flack (Ind. 8. C.), Full...... ... 366 
Bins near railway track. Dic kinson v. P ort Huron, 
etc. (Mich. 4 ee aa ee 
Care requisite as to license. Davis v. Chic. and N. W. 
Ry. Co. (Wis. 8. C ), Ab 78 
Clerk’s failure to enter mortg age : counsel fees; notice 
to defend. Chase v. Bennets(N. H.S. C.), Ab..... 314 


Of contractor in building causing party w all to fall ; 
y * <page ’s liability. Hughes v. Percival (Eng. App.), 
i cnshdiel nehemr ened <ame 
——in digging ditch in street for private water pipe. 
Smith v. Simmons (Penn. S. C.), Full.... 
L — of contractor to cumphener’ ~ serv ant. Batch- 
elor v. Fortescue (Eng. Q. B. D.), N.......  ..-.00ee- 
Contributory ; boarding elevated railway train in 
pe’ Solomon v. Manhattan Ry.Co. (N. Y.Sup.), 


——; damages to orc nard from loc omotive sparks. “Mo. 
Pac. Ry. Co. v. Cornell (Kans. 8. C.), N 





NEGLIGENCE—Continued. m Page. 


Contributory; ferry. Dudley v. Camden & IP. R. Co. 
(N. TE pre 42 





; defect in highway ; driving horse at high speed; 
evidence. Whitney v. Leominster (Mass. 8. C.),N.. 

——; leaving a train in motion. Manan 
Valley R. Co Mangans (Md. App.), N . 


——; passenger pn arm outside car “window. 


Dunn v. Seabord & R. R. Co. (Va. 8.C.), N . 444 
—: walking on railroad track. Balt. &O. R. Co. 
Depew Cee Ge. GS. Baas +60 cia. entbtadecscanaeenes 137 


—— ; riding with arm on car window sill. German- 
ww 


town Pass. Ry. Co. v Brophy (Penn. 8S. C.) 2a 
os | in crossing railroad track. W heelwrixht v. ‘B. 

 &. %. Go, Gee: BB Bas vens kccceoniswas 98 
——; maintaining barbed wire fence in highway. *wil- 

liam v. Mudgett (Tex. Com. App.), N.... .......... 23 
—— ; question of fact ; high rate of speed on ‘railway 

train; expert evidence. Loucks v. saan etc. 

A er eae ee ree re 496 
Dangerous trespasser; infant licensee. Branson’s 

Adm’r v. Labrat (Ky. 8. C.), N........ 03 


Duty imposed by p= Addy contriatary, ‘no defense. 
Cressey Vv. Northern Railroad. (N. H.S.C.), Full.... 392 
F irearms ; ; boys gunning. Moebusv bashes (N. J. 8S. 


i Minons énth Sameebedie a =26¢ “Gnbaade ‘ cgotenesae Me 
Fire-esc ape; ‘owner.’ Schott v. Harvey (Penn. 58. 

ie! ae Serer a rr ee eee 495 
Fire set by engine ; spi ark arrester. Hoff v. West Jer- 

sey R. Co. (N. J. 5. C.), Ab. “a . 138 


—-— by rhe ted joint wrong-doers ; " proximate 
eause. Johnson v. re M. & St. P. R. Co. (Minn. 8. 
Re ere er ee, pre 58 

Injury to traveller on “highway; ‘travel must be on 
proper part of road. C ‘artwright v. Town of Belmont 
CWP Ue We Cady, Bic icdecccnne. ccesesesecse secs osccesgeass 38 

at railroad crossing, of private way ‘used by public; 
young child. O’Conner vy. B. & L. R. Co. (Mass. 8. 


i AN re: to Ses ates sata iio aca rae nce ak ak .- 217 
Jumping from train, when pt. P sae B.& W. a 

Co. v. Rohrman (Penn. 8S. C.), Ab........ ...  ...:- 97 
Of lessor storing explosives; Nobility for injury to les- 

see’s child; way of necessity. Powers v. Harlow 

(Mich. 8. C.), Full.... -— oane, ee 
Loss of life; what plaintiff” must show; 


“mistake of 
judgment. Brown v. French (Penn. 8 C.) ¢ ae 372 
Municipal ¢ orporation not liable for negligence of fire- 
man. Wilcox vy. Chicago (Ill.S.C.), Ab.... 37 
Owner of dangerous premises; duty to public. Henkel 
> 2: BA AS oer 108 
Personal i injury at railway crossing; c ontributory ‘negli- 
gence. Dareyyv. L. &8. W R. Co. (Eng. App.), Ab. 315 
Person injured by, not y ae, with negligence of 
competent surgeon in treating injury. Pullman Pal. 
Car Co. v. Bluhm. (Ill. §. C.), N. 36: 
Of public officers; B R..34 Bridgeitrustees not liable 
for injury to one crossing bridge caused by panic. 
Hanover vy. Agnew (N. Y. City C.), Full a 13 
Of railroad company setting fire; evidence; ieaving 
quuaatinies on ground. Gibbons v. Wisconsin R. 
Co. (Wis. S. C.), Ab. ..... 38 
Railroad fenc had proximate cause ; : animals, injured 
by fright. Schutz v. Ind., B. & W. R. Co. (Ill. 8. C.) 157 
——; negligence in constinoting highway crossing ; 
company liable ag injury to travellers on highway. 
Marra v. Cent. R. Co. (Vt. S. C.), Ab.. 155 
Removal of svil %. i and-owner letting i ins a ‘to neigh- 
bor’sland. Mears v. Dole (Mass. 8. C.), 197 
Getting off rear of car not, per se ; duty of valtsod c om-= 
pany to provide assistance ; question for jury Cart- 
right v. Chicago (Mich. 8. C.) 
Statutory right of action for yer 4 by, subsists against 
personal representatives of wrong-doer. Hegerich v. 
Keddie (N. Y. 8. C.), N....... 402 
Unlawful act not, necessarily ; setting fire by. steam 
engine. Burbank v. Bethel 8S. M. Co. (Me.8.C.), Ab. [7 
When employee not passenger ; knowledge of danger. 
McQueen v. Chicago (Kans. 8. C.), Ab... .........-. 398 
See Carrier; Damages; Maritime Law; Master and 
Servant ; Municipal Corporation ; Parent and Child ; 
Sunday ; Municipal Bond. 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENT. Alteration ; 
signing as surety after execution. Sullivan v. Rudi- 
sill (lowa S. C.), Ab............ 

What is; alteration. 
Ds ictanacaciotontactepentneds 2eanaeee eae 

Bill of exchange; power of directors ; personal is 
bility. West AD wt etc. v. Kitson (Eog. Q. B. 

Bona fide holder. Bone y. Tharp (lowa 8. C.), Ab.... 519 

Certificate of stock, not; thief can give wr sae. Bar- 


stow v. Savage Mining Co. (Cal. eS ae 
Indorser’s co-sureties. ae tS v.W ittiela (Eng. 

ELD: Diss Kskadiasss acanéhesssa ebiaeenelis sa aumeiie 6 
Indorsement construed as guaranty. “Bray vy. Marsh 

(Me. S. C.), 316 


Note Poth eV promise to ‘Pay ‘attorney’s ‘fee “not. 
Maryland Fert. and Mfg. Co. vy. Newman (Md. App.), " ose 
Piisittite. © <nssacetenies .-abeeetseenl ee eene { 

Note for patent ‘right; presumed valid. Gerrish v. 
BRE CV6.. Be GO.) BBs. caccveccdscssensenee ou das oped f 
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Page. 


Personal demand of maker, but not ot gues ified place 
. 8. 283 


of payment. Parker v. Stroud (N.Y 
Payment of lost note —— ps (* equity. 
Adams v. Edmonds (Vt. 8. C.), A 
Ryenetve indorsement to agent ; evidene e. 
Bros. v. Riley Co. Bank. (Kans. 8. C.), A 
SRO tapering negotiability. aidan ’ v. Blum 


“Armour 


When counter- awh not allowable. ‘Armstrong V 
),Ab.. 


Noble (Vt. 8. 
bat “amma of collection. “Taylor v. Soper (Mich. $8. ©), 


No warranty ‘of solvency implied ‘on sale of. Mulliken 
v pheapman, (Me. 8. C.), Ab. 


NewetA See -L.o and Libel. 


‘ J oy resulting trust. Rowe v. 

Ream (Penn 8. C.), noon hE EE IOS PUN Se 

NUISANCE Noise of cattle ; railroad ; statutory 
ower; injunction. Truman vy. London —- 


Ch. 
a Made’ ydinenithas <anhabecees ati 
Public market. Atwater v. Mayor (N. J. ‘Ch.), . ere 
When railroad aie not. Briesen v. L. I. R. Co. (N. 
ella SS AE CRE Se ee ia 
See Water and Water- course. 


OFFICE AND OFFICER 
hen officer not _ in damages. 
ater (N. H. 8S. C.), 


Attachment, excessive; 
Davis v. Web 


Power of Cqnaty ‘boara to fill vac ancy. “State v. Meehan 


(N. J.8.C.), 
Officer protec bed be process fair on itsface. Mathews v 


519 
199 


496 


. 459 


483 


i OS™ ARTO, See 108 
Public officer; right to fees above salary 5 $4 commissions 
on sales. U.S. v. Brindle (U. 8.8.C ), Ab 312 
Trespass by public officer ; highway overseer cutting 
drains ‘aon neighbor's land. Cubit v. O’Dett 
(Mich. 8. C.) 76 
When non- -seuhaent does not disqualify under Kansas 
statute. Salamanca township v néoenebenees . 8. C.), 
MRSS aie-s0x 5 €aceane uae 115 
See Mandamus 
PARENT AND CHILD. Custody of young infant 
as between gr: wm and father. Sturtevant v 
iis Mi U GE, Mins. sanésccastes . dance 503 
Mother's right to pn Ia for ‘negligent injury to son; 
damages ; highway; contributory negligence. Com- 
missioners of Hartford Co. vy. Hamilton (Md. App.), 
Ab 6 20 cendedees ‘ 39 
PARDON. Unconditional, cannot be mpeac hed for 
fraud. Knapp v. Thomas (Ohio 8 Cc, 83 
PARTNERSHIP Action by one Ae ‘Vinal 
Oil, etc., Co. (U.S. 8. C.), Ab ' M4 
Firm an ‘galieiors; liability for tort of co-partner 
Cleather v. Twisden (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab.. 315 
Limitation of partner’s authority as to guaranty. 
Avery v. Rowell (Wis. 8. C.), Ab..... 293 
Partner of assignee cannot sue firm on firm note. 
Davis v. Merrill (Mich. S. C.), 96 
Partner's power to sell firm property and limit of 
Blaker v. Sands (Kans. 8. C.), Ab.. 36 
Priorities between firm and individual creditors. 
Shackelford v. Clark (Mo. 8. C.), 98 
Real estate debts. Messer v. Messer (N. H. S. C.), Ab. 538 
Release of partner’s debt for one due firm. Thomas 
ES ae 296 
Use of name of one not partner. Horton Mig. Co. v 
Horton Mfg. Co. (U. 8.C C., Ind.), Ab... has -. 216 
See Payment ; Suretyship 
PATENT. Combination ; infringement; reissue void; 
disclaimer does not revive original. McMurray v 
Mallory (U.S. 8. C.), Ab. .. 5IT 
Infringement; damages; interest on profits not re- 
coverable. Ill. Cent. R. Co. vy. Torrill (U. 8.8. C.), 
fF eee er 4 
— +* ww damages for. Black v. Thorne (U. S.S 
escenn 474 
Injaine AN contempt. “Roemer vy. Newman (U.S. C 
ode ob G-SedEsEERGAL ORS 04 | +0 Seseeeeseoee 437 
Improvement; damage ‘for infringing. Garretson v. 
ft 4h YY Serer 436 
Novelty; old proce ess to simile ir subject Penn. R. Co. 
v. Locomotive (U.S. 8. Ab paiaeece 71 
rae under general dealal Zane Vv. Soffe (U. 8. S. : 
» J - co. 
Suspending injunction ; Public interest. Munson v. 
Mayor ( ©. C.,N Ab Pe ae 518 
See ‘Conmttictamal ‘Law. 
PAYMENT. Application of; successive partner- 
ships. Roakes v. Bailey (Vt. S. C.), Ab 155 
A »plic ation; no_charge without debtor's consent. 
Zyler v. Read (Tex. S. C.), Ab . 518 
——. Lauton v. Rowan (N. H. 8. C.), Ab.... 295 
Compulsory; commission on pure hase of stamps. 
Swift & C. Co. v. U. S. (U.S. 8. 0.), A 436 
Personal Ba cap accepted as ; construction ‘of con- 
tract. inchester & P. Mfg. Co. v. Funge (U. 8. 8. 
Dc iehbiebaasnesss &  SeSeEpieden: tenets 96 
Taking note ‘not, “unless agreed ; when action. not 


ro. ab: offer to return. 


Moore v 
8. C.) edeoveses 


y. Fitz (N. H. 
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Of water license under ° ompulsion. Westlake y. City 
Oi tts, ee Cl, Ge SED, Ba cas cccccsces.+ . cesenes A 
PENALTY. T ahd charter ; ignorance of law ; 


illegal toll. Grumbine v. State (Md. App.), Ab. 
PERJURY. See Criminal Law. 


PHOTOGRAPH. See Co pyri ight. 

PHYSICIAN seLiability 44 certificate of in- 
sanity. Pennell v. Cemunings ee “eee 2 

POLYGA ay, See Public Lands. 

POST '- FICE. See Criminal Law. 

PRAC ice. superscdeas. ” 


Allowance of Sopest ; 
Peugh v. Davis (C. 8. 8. C.), 
In equity; dismissal of bill after ‘heating merits. 
rist v. Bellows (N. H.S.C.), A 
Exception must be taken at ‘trial, U. S. v. Carey (U. 
8.8. C.), Ab. ; i enh ece Bekok ae 
Patterson vy. 


se eeee . ~st 
” For- 


Priority of successive attachments. 
Stephenson (Mo. 8. C.), Ab 
Return must be annexe d to attachment. Rock vy. Sing- 
master (Iowa 8. C.), Ab 
See Attachment : Criminal Le tw: 
PRESUMPTION. Beer 
State v. Teissedre (Kans. S. 203 
PRIVILEGED, COMMUNICATION: See Evidence. 
PROBATE LAW. Administration of estate of 
living person yf Thomas v. People (Ill. 8. C.), Ab. 158 
Claim for death from negligence not asset of estate. 


«+ «39 
: Municipal Bonds : Trial. 
presumed intoxicating. 


Perry v. St. J.& W. R. Co. (Kans. 8. C.), Ab 15 
Debts assets at decedent’s domicile ; debts due from 

United States ; mandemas; United States treasurer. 

Wyman v. U. 8. (U. 8. C.), Ab. 194 


Tombstone proper expe vee Tee by exec utor. 
. Armstrong (lowaS. C.), Ab. 
Ww iil, probate of, net im peac hable c ollaterally. Spofford 
vy. Smith (N. H C,), Ab 


"C rapo 
237 


eevee eeeere 217 


Will. 


See w* iministration ; 


See Evidence 
NOTE. See Negotiable Instrument. 
See Carrier. 
IC LANDS ‘Dis sposition of, in satisfaction 
of military land warrant, not a sale entitling a State 
to percentage ; practical Construction ag statute. 


Matter of lowa & Illinois (0. 8. 8. C.), <a . 33 
Town site on; oc cupancy of polygamous ‘wife with 
husband not notice of wife’s claim when husband 
has title ; deed not witnessed ; special statute con- 
trolling Ane a ; deed from c —_ Townsend v. 
Little (U. 8.8 Ab jaded shhendee -seeresaannte iH) 
PUBLIC USE. “Ste Contract 
RAILROAD. Liable for ejecting drunken passenge1 
in cold and snow. Louisville, ete., R. Co. v. Sullivan 
(Ky App.) N... Pee eee 343 


“evidence : books ; in- 
Railroad y. C aoneone 


Private road crossin; z; fence ; 
admissible against coangne. 
(OhioS8. C.), Ab ‘ 

See Constitutional Law; 


Neylige nee ; Nuisance : Street Rait- 
way: 
RA See © NON. Law 
RATIFIGAT ON. See Judicial Sale. 
ECEIPT. E jON nce; so far as contract, connect, be 
varied by parol. Goodwin v. Goodwin (N. H. 


, ene ean ee eer ere meee Eee 458 
RECORDING ACT. index part of record; omis- 
sion may be remedied ; good from when; ejectment ; 
grantee of Ws deed; limitation. Lombard v,C Yulbert- 
is ee i es Ma oon ccbene-6 age. 0gscenesse_nentacess 
REGISTRATION. ‘Mutilated indexes. Elliott v. 
Borris (AY. AOD.) M.. cece oe secs ceesaces: SO 
REMOVAL. OF ¢ CAUSE. Amendment by State 
court after; jurisdiction. Wellman v. Howland (U. 
4 2 oN 9g * ERR p re eagemnpes 356 
Citizenship w he n suit begun. Frelinghuysen v. Bald- 
Ws Cis. We Gs Cig Bes ude Be oe cscn cece ee 
’ North Pacific T. Co. v. 


Eminent domain wy eedings. 

Lowenberg (U. . Gig Gedy BD cccces -. 19 
F rg question; c ‘constitutionality of State law. Smith 

. Grimhow (U. 38. 8. U.), 235 

Pe tition — to be filed. 


Ab 
Stebbins v 





Lancashire Ins. 


Co. (N. H. -), Ab... .. 876 
Practice; garnishient of judgment. “Loomis v. Har- 

rington (U. 8. C. C., Mich), Ab.. 195 
Proeeedings su ypiemental ¢ annot be removed. Poole 

v. Thatcher (U.S. C. C., Miss.), Ab 35 
Repleading ; ractice; distinction between law ‘and 
equity in, Whittington Mfg. Co. v. Me am, etc. 

 & 4 3 5 “SRR eo een +. 495 
Suit by State. Ames Vv. State (Kans. 8. C.), N. . 423 
-— “<a by State. State v. Wolffe ‘U.S. C. Cc . - 

Ala 216 


—— to Set aside ‘will; residenc e. American Bible Soc 
. Price (U.S.S.C.), Ab . o 60s apitassheres Oe 
See Trust 
REPLEVIN. Does not lie for property not suscepti- 
ble of division. Read y. Middleton (Iowa 8. C.), Ab.. 313 
Does not lie for property seized for taxes. Power v. 


Kindschi (Wis. 5. C.), Ab ‘ PO 
See Fixtures. 
ESD ENCE. See Will. 


E. Appraisement by custom offic ere not re- 
EY. ie END by jury .). Ab 


Hilton v. Merritt (U. S.S 175 
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For one partner is not for firm. Donley v. Liberty Imp. 
Bank (Ohio, 8. 0.),°AD... osces se «gee. sae ae 
On official bond. Lammony. Feusier (U. S. S. C.), 


SEE ddpunenvbetindes’  xéatehessa00ehesaeesensskieiameen 7 
Cusety on 1 Feplevi in for administrator. State v. —— 
Gis BG.) Bosc. 42060600 155 
Right of ae tion ‘against principal. Clay v. Severance 
(Vt. S. SDS <ivac (dtd mca as kueadads 97 
“See Attachment. 
TAXATION. Abatement of tax not revocable. U. 


8S. v. Alexander (U.S. 8. C.), Ab sees Bol 
Exe mption; building used vs religious purposes. y 
Mary's Church v. Tripp (R. I. 8. C.), Ab.. 
c onstitutional law; impairing con- 


—— not assignable; 
Court will not follow State 


tract; when Federal 
Court. Louig/ille & N. R. Co. v. Palmer (U. 8. 8. C.), 
nekinns ved 18 
Federal, of notes for circulation; notes. a8 payable i in 
goods. Matter of Aldrich (U.S. D.C., 316 


Legislature meg repeal venenpcanien shiver v. Jacobs 
(Iowa, 8S. C.), Ab.. re »: ethene ame aa 





Sale for; government bidding in; title of owner of 
Surplus, J v. Lawton (U.8.8.C.), A 
R x" + 341 2; what not ** er ’ within n meaning 
"aE U. . Ryder (U. 8.8. C.), Ab senaee + ae 


See Licens “e. 


TELEGRAPH. Notes e Miniting Ms ability as to w 4 


Co. (U. Ark.) 
th oh discrimin- 
(N.Y.S.C.),N. 383 


sage. Jones v. W Tel. 
For ‘transmitting stoc k quotations ; 


ate. Friedman v. Gold &§ Tel. Co. 
See Damages ; Highway. 
TENANT. See Landlord and Tenant. 
| TENDER. See Damages. 
| TIME. Computation of; whether Sunday included or 
excluded. Cressey v Parks (Me. 8. C.), Full 134 
TITLE .ccaywry by force Hopkins v. Dickson 
(N. H. 8. C.), eer ae ee 295 
Cloud upon ; void tax sale; action premature. Clarke 
v. Davenport (N. Y. App.), Ab.... 5:4 tana 516 
To timber cut on mortgaged land. Howe v. Wads- 
worth (N. H.S. C.), Full PEPE S reer erent Tres 311 
See Grant. 
TOWN. Boundaries by prescriptions irregular action 


RI T OF W See Basen ment. Page. 

RIPARIAN RIGHTS. See Water: 

SALE of chattels of specified quality; must be sepa- 
rated from others by vendor Ne make Somvany. Hoff- 
man v. King (Wis. 8. C.), Ab.... .......... 38 

Conditional; title of et haser from vendee. | ‘Morgan 
WM CTE GTB... onc. veces ccusceas cone 38 
——; of chattel; eiees.: ‘demand; waiver. Mat- 
thews v. Lucia (Vt. S Ye)» ers era ee 140 
Declarations of vendor after, inadmissible. Hirsch- 
fleld v. Williamson (Nev. 8S. C.), Ab. 418 
For illegal purpose; when sitet pot debauched from 
recovering. Lewin v. Johnson (N. Y. 8. C.), N.. 463 
Implied warranty. Fogg's Adm. v. Rogers (Ky. S.C.).N. 165 
See Damages ; Judicial Sale ; Public Lands; Warranty. 

SCHOOL Power to take sec curity. St. 
Louis School Board v. Wood (Mo. 8. C.), 57 

SEDUCTION reine mental suffering. ‘ Lant v. 
Phelbrick (N. H.S. C.) hoax eneel ‘ 37 

See nvide nee. 

SET —OF . See State. 

SHIPPING. Stipulation in bill of lading ; fot to 
_ on. The Peer of the Realm (U. 8. C. C , La.), 

. See : bai aeaaguen 15 
See Maritime Law. 

SHERIFF. No right to poundage unless — tion 

made. Peck v. City Nat. _- (Mich. 8. C.) 16 
See Escape. 

SLANDER AND LIBEL Libel; ambiguous 
charge ; evidence; other statement to show animus. 
Knapp v. Fuller (H. 8. C.), Ab.. es 

-— ; charge of adultery actionable. ‘Henicke v. Grif- 
eS Gs BP cnn cons 158 06 22 0*8-4:0000000 36 
— on deceased person; criminal information will not 
lie for. Regina v. Labouchere (Eng. Q. B. D.), N..... 324 
—— ; newspaper liable aoe, a published as news 
Barnes v. Campbell (N. H.S. C.), Ab hae 217 lr 
—— ; newspaper, written by cumienes. Bruce v. Reed 
NE I 5 axis cde 23s odin be iiade can coeenne 288 | 
Slander; evidence ; popular meaning of word in for- 
eign language. Blakeman v. Blakeman (Minn. S. C.) 
[Pray ara rea ee ree ” 207 
——; when words imputing | crime not actionable. 
Brown v. Myers (Ohio 8. C.), Full.. 69 
-; truth of charge need not be proved ‘beyond 
irra doubt. Bell v. MeGinness (Ohio 8. C.), 
ru aka 

SLEEP ING CAR COMPANY. “See Carrier. 

SPECGIRIG PERFORMANCE of agreement to 
secure debt by mortgage. Irvine v. Armstrong 
DL Sh MD .5. 55 '. 4 cabbesaepaeatit, eae aanenn 155 

When not decreed ; breach of contract to assign pat- | 
ent; remedy at law. Worden v. Graham om 8. C.), 
er er ee eee 58, 479 


Misrepresentation defe nating right to lease. 
Land and H, P. Co. (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab. 
STATE. Action by; def A alt may set- ‘off : no judg- 

ment against in absence of statute ; exemption from 


tax ; when grantee entitled to. Comm. v. Owens- 

boro (Ky. App.), Ab... ‘ 

STATUTE. Construction ; ejusde m ge neris. U: 8. v. 
.C., N 


Sixty-five terra cotta vases (U 
Chinese ; law applies to race 


8. C.C., Cal.), Ab 
Practical.’ U. 8. v. Graham (N. H. S. ©), Ab.. se 
Foreign must be proved. Larwell v. Hanover Saw Soc. 
(Ohio S. C.), Ab. 


— by pana ation. 


} N. 
Matter of Ah Lung (U. 


‘Sifred v. Comm. (Penn. 8. C. ), 
See Land ; Limitation: Municipal Bonds; 


STOPPAGE IN TRANSITU. Enforcement "7 


equity of rightin. Strahlhiem v. Wallach (N. Y. 


P.), Full “as anon 

STREE RAILWAY “ accident’ negligence 
presumed. Smith vy. St. Paul ee 2. Co. (Minn. 
7 8 - eee Reese SOCCER SS Sees EER 

STREET. See Dedication. 

SUNDAY. Compenézation under entire contract for 


labor, including Sunday, not enforceable. Williams 
Vo, MeneD Cie, Ths Wa Giady Bene cesccccccce secs 
Contract on. Richmond v. Moore (Ill. 8. C.), Ab.. 


Travelling on, no Cotgase, in negligence. 


“Smith Vv. 
” 


Knowlton 


. 373 


Public Lands. 


v. Mil. City Ry Co. (Wis. S. C.), Ab .... B14 

One injured while working on, cannot rec over. ‘Day 
v. Highland St. R. Co. (Maas. 8. C.), Ab.. ee 57 

See Contract 
SURETY bond for faithful performance; damages; 
interest on penalty. Clark v. Wilkinson (Wis. 8. C.), 

Of collecting agent; when not liable for default; 
discovery; discharge; changing agreement. Insur- 
ance Co. v. Scott (Ky. App.), Ab... Pee 

Not discharged by agreement to forbear suit. Mich. 
State Ins Co. v. Soule (Mich. 8S. C.), A ra 

May waive discharge. Bramble v. w x, (Ohio, 8. C.), 

A ee 

When _ and when not disc harged: parol evidence. 
Smith vy. Freyler (Mont. S. C.), Fu 45 


Discharge of surety by dealings wih prine ipal. 


Ward 
vy. Nat. B. of New Zealand (Eng. P. C.), A . 





| TRADE-MARK 


TRIAL. New, 


of county board acquired in. Sherry v. Gilmore 
(Wis, 8S. C.), Ab.... sens, ae 
Overflow of water; embankment made by owner, no 
defense. Parker v. Nashua (N. H. S. C.), Ab 3 
See Municipal Corporation. 
Innocent purchaser for private 


use liable for infringement. Upmann v. Forester 


Eng Ch. D.), Ab saeeeied ‘ 17 
‘*Valveoline;” ‘*v alveoleum.” Leonard v, Wells 
eet, Gh.. Cats Mecse200 péem 6%) senceds udncey acnhoben 223 
“See ( ‘ontrac t. 
TRESPASS. Action by mortgagee ; acts done when 


out of possession ; lic onse iby mortgagor. Bellows v. 


Railroad (N. H. 8. C. emis ae aonre a> eh ee 377 
inane tion; : admiralty jurisdict tion. Turner v. Stewart 

(Mo. Cc b . 498 
Tearing pre) c a. es bishop as owner. Heiss vy. Vos- 

a. ga ae ere err ee 478 


Bee ‘Sistatan : Officer. 
on account of favor by attorney to 
juror. Ensign v. Harney (Neb. 8. C.), Ab shu Seana a 
Right to be heard by c vatroas restric tay of. Douglass 
v. Hill (Kans. 8. C.), Ab rr 
See Criminal Law; Jury; Verdict. 
UST. Attachment, foreign ; estoppel. Forrist v 
Bellows (N. H. 8. C.) Ab.. an so se Oe 
whe ‘heirs at law.” Merrill v. Preston (Mass. 
Cc 


Fae a ee ee 216 
Taking title for others; pleading; responsive ef 
tions; conclusiveness Berry v. Sawyer (U Cc 

a CORRE e: tre: eri sey 495 


Trustee fraudulently misappropriating funds; severally 


and jointly liable; Zoperste controversy: “ause re- 
movable. Boyd v. Gill(U.8.C.C , 9 MD cseee 437 
| TURNPIKE Public hveme. though charter for- 
feited. ree Mck. & Y.R. Co v. Comm. (Penn. 
x. rath Ms 00. dans aeasececiaans 6006 0005 s0nc need 6460eK00 . 7 
) 
USURY. Agreement to pay lawful interest in ad- 
vance is usurious. Insurance Co. v anancmaneed — 
Dy, Gide Beisccccicas ab ceeeubasenaaeieses . 283 
See ‘Conflict of Law. 
VERDI ICT. Avecoging Comagen, when valid. Dodge 
. Carroll (N. H. ls Gok aitenbss soe geuehiehunal 295 


WAGER. 





Jedes entering aoe dg ; when cause for setting 


aside. Helmbrech v. Helmbrech (Minn. 8. C.), Ab.. 357 

Opening and closing; venue charged ; impartial trial; 
> aged of counsel. Hilliard v. Beattie ™ H. 8.C. . wn 
eee ‘ 


VILLAGE. See Munic ipal ( ‘orpuration. 


When action lies rng stakeholder. 


Okerson v. Crittenden (lowaS. €.), AD... .eecee sees SME 
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Confed- 


Action to compel payment of legacy ; 
Griffith 


Stevens v. 


WAR. 
erate confiscation no defense. 
(U. 8. 8. C.), Ab. 

WARRANTY. 
le. Kellog Bri ige ( Co. v 

u F 


Implied upon sale of mene tured 
. Hamilton (U. . C.), 


abe , Se 8 cate. 
WATER “C onvey- 
ance of street along water side to United States. Po- 
fomen 7: ee Co v. Upper Potomac 8. Co. (U. 
C.), A S Sekar dn 
Pollation of oes am ‘by mining operations ; increase of 
stream not defense or counter-ciaim. Sanderson v 
Penn. Coal Co. (Penn. 8. C.), Ab.. 
Prescription to flow ; what essential to. 
gusta v. Moulton (Me. 8. 0.), Ab 
Right of diversion by railroad. 
nati So. R. (Ky. App.), 
Right of owner of oyster bed as against public. 
v. Kreischer (N.Y.S. C.) 
Right to take from one soure ° ‘exe ludes every other. 
Warden vy. Balch (N. H. S.C. 
Use limited by lease; legal re aa ng no bar to equit: ible 
interference. Lawson v. 
WAY. Private ; obstruction ; 
sity; need not remove nor sue for damages 
v. Colcord (N. H. 8S. C.), Ab 
WHARF. Right to moor ; 
St. Lawrence (U. 8. D. C., Penn.), Ab. 
WILL. Bequest to proricachon not defeated by fact 
that witness is corporator. Quinn v. Shields (lowa 
B. ©.) Besvse 
Charit able use; w hen not void for une ertainty : 
v. Shields (lowa, 8. C.), Ab 
Lonstruction; forfeiture of estate in case of non- resi- 
dence , what is residence. Warner v. Moir (Eng 
Ch. D.), Ab 
Definition of ‘ 
D.), Full 


* ‘Negotiable Instrume nt: 
A R-COURSE 


Anderson v. 


derivation rem neces 


heirs’ in. Keay v. 


City of Au- 
, 1 
Cincin- 


Post 
2 


Menasha (Wis. S. C.), Ab.. : 
ad 


collis jon; : di umages. The 


| 
Quinn | 
31: | 

=| 


Boulton (Eng. Ch. 


WILL--Continued. 





WITNESS, 
WORDS 


Devise not void for uncertainty. Harriman v. Harri- 
man (N. H. 8. C.), Ab. 


a ; per stirpes. 


Domicil of testator Aoherminee construction of. Har- 
rall v. Wallie (N. J. Ch.), Fu 

Gift, absolute ; qualification of lapse. 
Garvin (Eng. Ch. D.), A 

——; individual or class ; lapse. 
(Eng. Ch. D.), Ab 

——; of income: w hen goes to residence ‘after I one 
of legatee. Middleton's Appeal (Penn. 8. C.), 

—; forlife; survivor. Matter of Hill & nas 
(Eng. Ch. D ), Ab 4 

——; when of use conveys absolute e estate, at “and when 


“Williams v. 
on 


‘Shires v. 


not. Mansfield v. Mansfield (Me. 8. C.) 
Rice v. Rice (Mich S§. 


Mental incapacity 
‘real.”” Baird v. ae we (Miss. 


Mistake ‘‘ rent” for ‘ 
8.C.), 

Revocation, what necessary to be valid. 
Ludd’s Will (Wis. 8. C.), Full 

Sale of real estate ; disc alee of executor 5 ‘commis- 
sions. Hancox v. Meeker (N. Y. App.), 5 

‘*Sole and unmarried” defined. Matter a ‘Lessing- 
ham’s Trusts (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab . 1 

Survivors or their legal representatives : daughter ay- 
ing, children take. Rivenettv. Bourquin (Mich. S a 

.), Ak ‘ % 

Testamentary capacity. “Hoban v. Piquette ‘ (Mich. 8. 

) 

Testamentary paper paper reserving use. Kelleher v. 
Kernan (Md. 8. C), N. 

Undue aeaseo : not presumed ; 
dence ; husband and wife. Sheppardson Vv. 
(Mich. 8. C.), Ab 

What time ** surviving’ 
(Mass.S C.) 

See Action 


circumstantial evi- 
Potter 
’ relates to. Denny v. Kettell 
hi robate Law. a 


. Contract ; ; 
Free v. Buc aan 


enigneus faith. 
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